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DETAILED ACTION 
Specification 

The title of the invention is not descriptive. A new title is required that is clearly 
indicative of the invention to which the claims are directed. 

The following title is suggested: "SQL Server Debugging in a Distributed Database 
Environment". 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 
35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of matter, or 
any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the conditions and 
requirements of this title. 

Claims 19-26 and 32-33 are rejected under 35 USC 101 because they disclose a claimed 
invention that is an abstract idea as defined in the case In re Warmerdam, 33, F 3d 1354 5 3 1 
USPQ 2d 1754 (Fed. Cir. 1994). 

Examiner interprets that the claims 19-26 and 32-33 are non-statutory because claim is a 
computer program for processing set of instructions which capable of being executed by a 
computer implemented method, the computer program itself is not a process and without the 
computer-readable storage medium so its functionality can be realized. Applicant submit no 
substance that how this will be processed without incorporating a processor, memory and 
medium. Therefore, claims 19-26 and 32-33 are merely a executing instruction which is not able 
to produce a useful results and practical application. Thus claims 19-26 and 32-33 are non- 
statutory and rejected under 35 USC 101 . 
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Further, examiner interprets that 19-26 and 32-33 are not limited to tangible embodiments. In 
view of Applicant's disclosure, specification page 7 lines 17-25 the medium is not limited to 
tangible embodiments, instead being defined as including both tangible embodiments (e.g., 
[computer readable medium]) and intangible embodiments (e.g., [transmission media, radio 
frequency (RF), infrared (IR), a carrier wave, telephone line, a signal, etc.]). As such, the claim 
is not limited to statutory subject matter and is therefore non-statutory. To overcome this type of 
101 rejection the claims need to be amended to include only the physical computer media and 
not a transmission media or other intangible or non-functional media. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

Claims 1-33 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Al-Azzawe 
USPN 7,155,426. 
Regarding claim 1 
Al-Azzawe teaches, 

a server, wherein the server runs the distributed database application (figures 1 and 2, column 2, 
lines 51-65, "present invention... debugger engine); 

a client, wherein the client interacts with the distributed database application by way of the client 
connection (figures 1 and 2, column 51-65, present invention... debugger engine);and 
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a debugger, wherein the debugger debugs the distributed database application process (figures 1 
and 2, column 13, liens 23-27; 'debugging of the server. . .); 

an application program interface (API), wherein the API receives a request to initiate a 
debugging session from the debugger, returns an interface pointer to the debugger, causes the 
server to the client connection according to the interface pointer, and connects the client 
connection to the debugger (figures 1 and 2, column 5, lines 12-30, "two server 
102... communication lines 112). 
Regarding claims 2-4 
Al-Azzawe teaches, 

wherein the server, client and debugger are operating on the same computer (figures 1-2, column 
5, lines 3 1-45, "after the load of. . .to the debugger). 
Regarding claim 5 
Al-Azzawe teaches, 

API receives a debugger request to debug managed code, causes the server to call a remote 
debugging component, and wherein the debugger debugs the managed code by way of the 
remote debugging component (column 3, lines 1-11, "the method may... capabilities). 
Regarding claim 6 
Al-Azzawe teaches, 

API further detects a transition between Transact-Structured Query Language (T-SQL) and 
managed code and calls a method to communicate the transition to the debugger (column 4, lines 
1-10, "although described in reference... TSQL instructions). 
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Regarding claim 7 
Al-Azzawe teaches, 

the debugger debugs the distributed application process according to the transition (column 5, 
lines 38-50, "when the debugging and managing. . .debugger engine). 
Regarding claim 8 
Al-Azzawe teaches, 

the debugger further comprises a user interface, wherein the user interface displays only the T- 
SQL activity within the server on the client connection being debugged (column 5, lines 58-67, 
"during the debugging . . . ) . 
Regarding claim 9 
Al-Azzawe teaches, 

debugger further comprises a user interface, wherein user interface displays only threads 
associated with the client connection (figures 1-2, column 3, lines 7-18, "the debugger 
interface... information). 
Regarding claim 10 

Al-Azzawe teaches, 

the server detects an addition of a dynamic T-SQL frame to a user stack within the server and 
calls a method to pass text of the dynamic T-SQL frame to the debugger (column 8, lines 30-46, 
"debugging of stored. . . the stored procedure). 
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Regarding claims 11-13 
Al-Azzawe teaches, 

receiving a first call for a stored procedure from the debugger process (column 3, lines 3-7, 
"provide call stacking...); 

returning an interface pointer to the debugger process responsive to the received first call 
(column 3, lines 3-7, "provide call stacking...); 

receiving a second call for a register method from the debugger process, wherein the second call 
comprises a machine name, a process ID and an interface pointer (column 9, lines 25-41, "the 
client application. . .the client 110); 

recognizing a client connection matching the machine name, process ID and interface pointer on 
the server process (column 9, lines 43-53, "the debugger routers... debugging operation); 
halting execution of the client connection on the server process responsive to detection (column 
9, lines 7-17, "the PSM debugger interface calls...); 

executing a third call, wherein the third call establishes operative communications between the 
debugger process and the client process (column 10, lines 39-57, "the debugger router 
uses . . . running) ; and 

debugging the client process (column 1 1, lines 28-42, "debugger regardless... debugging). 
Regarding claims 14 
Al-Azzawe teaches, 

Rejection of claim 1 1 is incorporated and further claim recites limitations as in claim 6, 
therefore, claim 14 is rejected under same rationale. 
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Regarding claims 1 5 

Rejection of claim 1 1 is incorporated and further claim recites limitations as in claim 7, 
therefore, claim 15 is rejected under same rationale. 
Regarding claims 16 

Rejection of claim 1 1 is incorporated and further claim recites limitations as in claim 6, 
therefore, claim 16 is rejected under same rationale. 
Regarding claims 1 7 
Al-Azzawe teaches, 

server process is executing managed code on the client connection and the debugger process is 
debugging the managed code, and further comprising displaying, on a user interface, only 
threads associated with the managed code being debugged (figures 1-2, column 5, lines 12-29, 
"two server 102 site. . . communication lines). 
Regarding claims 18 

Rejection of claim 1 1 is incorporated and further claim recites limitations as in claim 10, 
therefore, claim 18 is rejected under same rationale. 
Regarding claims 19 

Rejection of claim 1 1 is incorporated and further claim recites limitations as in claim 11, 
therefore, claim 19 is rejected under same rationale. 
Regarding claims 20 

Rejection of claim 20 is incorporated and further claim recites limitations as in claim 12, 
therefore, claim 20 is rejected under same rationale. 
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Regarding claims 21 

Rejection of claim 19 is incorporated and further claim recites limitations as in claim 13, 
therefore, claim 21 is rejected under same rationale. 
Regarding claims 22 

Rejection of claim 19 is incorporated and further claim recites limitations as in claim 6, 
therefore, claim 22 is rejected under same rationale. 
Regarding claims 23 • 

Rejection of claim 19 is incorporated and further claim recites limitations as in claim 7, 
therefore, claim 23 is rejected under same rationale. 
Regarding claims 24 

Rejection of claim 19 is incorporated and further claim recites limitations as in claim 6, 
therefore, claim 24 is rejected under same rationale. 
Regarding claims 25 

Rejection of claim 19 is incorporated and further claim recites limitations as in claim 17, 
therefore, claim 25 is rejected under same rationale. 
Regarding claims 26 

Rejection of claim 19 is incorporated and further claim recites limitations as in claim 10, 
therefore, claim 26 is rejected under same rationale. 
Regarding claims 27 

Rejection of claim 1 1 is incorporated and further claim recites limitations as in claim 27, 
therefore, claim 27 is rejected under same rationale. 
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Regarding claims 28 

Rejection of claim 27 is incorporated and further claim recites limitations as in claim 7, 
therefore, claim 28 is rejected under same rationale. 
Regarding claim 29 

Rejection of claim 27 is incorporated and further claim recites limitations as in claim 1, 
therefore, claim 29 is rejected under same rationale. 
Regarding claim 30 
Al-Azzawe teaches, 

detecting a security context of the client connection and performing connecting step only if the 
security context matches a predetermined security context (column 11, lines 1-10). 
Regarding claims 3 1 
Al-Azzawe teaches, 

calling step is by way of a distributed component object model (DCOM) (column 10, lines 60- 
67, "debugging Java and C, C++. . .). 
Regarding claim 32 

Rejection of claim 1 1 is incorporated and further claim recites limitations as in claim 11, 
therefore, claim 32 is rejected under same rationale. 
Regarding claim 33 

Rejection of claim 32 is incorporated and further claim recites limitations as in claim 9, 
therefore, claim 33 is rejected under same rationale. 
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Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Anil Khatri whose telephone number is 571-272-3725. The 
examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8:30-5:00 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Wei Zhen can be reached on 571-272-3708. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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